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centrated his attention upon the successive re-encroachments of
reactionary forces in the internal life of Germany during the fifteen
years following the German Revolution of 1918, might argue, with
equal vehemence and equal bitterness, that the German national
character was incorrigible. This Frenchman might maintain the
thesis that the whole Weimar regime had been a sham; that, behind
this democratic and pacific mask, the German nation had set itself
to evade and undo the Versailles Treaty before the ink of the German
plenipotentiaries' signatures was dry upon the parchment; that,
having successfully got rid of the Reparations Chapter of the Treaty
as a start, the Germans had next turned all their batteries upon the
Disarmament Chapter in order to demolish this in similar fashion;
and that they had lost no time in changing over from the tactics of
chicane to the tactics of militancy as soon as the completion, of the
evacuation of the Rhineland had assured them that, they could show
themselves militant with impunity. In support of thus thesis, our
hypothetical French observer would make a confrontation between
two dates: the 30th June, 1930, on which the evacuation of the
Rhineland was completed, and the September of the same year, when,
in a general election to the German Reichwtag, the Nazis made a
sensational advance by capturing 18i per cent, of the scats, as
against the 3£ per cent, which they had held before.1
Were either of these partial views tenable ? Could Herr Hitler and
his followers in Germany be fairly accused of a calculated disin-
genuousness in waiting until it was safe to come out into the open ?
Or could Monsieur Poincare and his followers in France be fairly
accused of a calculated cynicism in withholding steadily, from a
prostrate Germany, such rights as had been morally, if not juridically,
assured to her in the Peace Settlement ? An impartial observer will
perhaps be inclined to pronounce that both accusations go too far in
attributing deliberate malignity and misconduct to the prisoner in
the dock. The pair of dates in the year 1930 which look so sinister
to the Frenchman's eye may be judged, by a more detached observer,
to be the unhappy product of a fortuitous coincidence. It seems
indeed, improbable that either Herr Hitler or Monsieur Poincare was
ever in a position to act with the long-sighted rational Mephisto-
phelian deliberation which these two statesmen's foreign enemies re-
spectively ascribed to them. In reality Monsieur Poincar6, to a hardly
lesser extent than Herr Hitler, was usually acting on a short view
in order to satisfy some exigent momentary demand of the parochial
popular opinion of his own country. In fact, the untoward tendencies
1 Survey for 1930, pp. 7-8.

